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Suite 250 
Alpharetta, Georgia 30005 

Also Admitted in New York 
and Maryland 

January 13, 2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 

Docket Control 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 542-2237 

Re: WDT World Discount Telecommunications Co. 
Docket No. T-04250A-04-0250 

Telephone: (770) 232-9200 
Facsimile: (770) 232-9208 

Email: lsteinhart@telecomcounsel. com 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Enclosed please find for filing an original and thirteen (13) copies of WDT World 
Discount Telecommunications Co.’ s responses to the Commission’ s request for 
information in WDT World Discount Telecommunications Co. ’ s Application and Petition 
for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity to Provide Competitive Intrastate 
Telecommunications. 

I have also enclosed an extra copy of this letter to be date stamped and returned to 
me in the enclosed, self-addressed, postage prepaid envelope. 

If you have any questions or if I may provide you with additional information, 
please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Attorney for WDT World Discount Telecommunications Co. 

cc: Andrew Plocienniczak 
M 

JAN 14 2005 



WDT World Discount Telecommunications Co. 
Docket No. T-04250A-04-0250 
January 13,2005 

1. Please explain how your company calculated the actual maximum and actual 
minimum rates that will be contained in your tariffs for each of your services. 

Response: The maximum and minimum rates were calculated using base rates 
offered in other states, with current rates set at minimum, and basically doubling 
minimum rate for maximum rate, for pricing flexibility in the future. The 
maximum rates do not reflect rate changes contemplated by the company. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Please indicate why you believe your proposed range of rates is just and 
reasonable using a competitive market analysis. Your analysis may contain 
publicly available examples of rates charged by the incumbent or other carriers 
for similar services or any other information that you believe demonstrates that 
your proposed rates are juts and reasonable. Please include any supporting 
materials. For a list of telecommunications carriers certificated in Arizona, go to 
www.cc.state.az.us/utility/utility; for a list of Commission-approved 
telecommunications rates and tariffs, go to www.cc.state.az.us/utilitv/tariffs. 

Response: The Company believes its proposed range of rates is just and 
reasonable using a competitive market analysis because of the extremely 
competitive nature of the long distance telecommunications market. If a company 
offers a product that is not competitive, customers will not purchase the service, 
since there are so many providers and service offerings available. The company 
believes that the economics of the market ensures just and reasonable pricing. 

Please indicate why you believe your proposed range of rates is just and 
reasonable using a fair value or cost basis. Please include economic justification 
or cost support data. Please include any supporting materials. 

Response: See response to 2. above. 

Please identify any other jurisdictions in which your company or an affiliate 
provides similar services. Please specify the rates that your company and/or 
affiliate charges for these similar serves in these other jurisdictions. If there is a 
difference between the rates that your company is proposing for its Arizona 
operations and the rates that your company and/or affiliate charges in other 
jurisdictions for similar services, please identify and indicate the amount of the 
difference and explain why you are proposing different rates in Arizona. 

Response: The Company currently is providing, or will be providing, services 
throughout the United States. The rates for its services as described in AJL 1-2 
are uniform throughout the United States. The company’s target market is 
Eastern European. 


